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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 21, 23 & 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Leyden (U.S. 5,154,072) in view of Harriett (U.S. 5,167,245). 

Regarding claim 21, Leyden discloses a method of securing an object to be monitored (10) [ 
figs. 1-2, col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ] comprising: 

- a flexible cable (14) having a length [ figs. 1-2, col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 

- a connector for connecting between the cable (14) & the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for 
securing a garment [ figs.1-2, col.3, lines 58-66, col.4, lines 39-47 and col.5, lines 34-51]; 

- the cable (14) having a first end and second end which cause a closed loop (82) & connect to 
the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs.1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 

- the cable (14) is used for at least two loops (82, 84) to connect to the cable lock (12) / the 
structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs.1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]. 
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The reference of Leyden does not specifically mention a connector having at least 
opening therethrough to define a closed loop with a variable diameter as claimed by the 
applicant. 

As we mention earlier that Leyden clearly discloses the method having the cable (14) 
having a first end and second end which cause a closed loop (82) & connect to the cable lock 
(12) / a structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 
- the cable (14) is used for at least two loops (82, 84) to connect to the cable lock (12) / the 
structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ] without mention a closed loop 
with a variable diameter because it an obvious design choice of the skilled artisan, it can be any 
form or shape but the primary of the invention is to secured to object from theft. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the system of Leyden for providing the same function as desired as a lasso for securing an object 
to be monitored at all time. 

Regarding claim 23, Leyden discloses the cable (14) having a first end and second end which 
cause a closed loop (82) by the connector & connect to the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for 
securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ] which can not withdraw from the first loop 
(82). 

Regarding claim 25, It is seen the body connector / a structure (80) for securing a garment is a 
flat plate is disclosed by Leyden [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]. 
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3. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Leyden (U.S. 
5,154,072) in view of Israel et al. (U.S. 4,746,909). 

Regarding claim 26, The reference of Leyden does not mention the cable lock (12) is connected 
to an alarm system as detecting the cable (14) is cut / interrupted signal. 

Irasel teaches an electronic security system is used in loop sensors for detecting the cable 
is cut / interrupted signal in articles of clothing having an alarm device as sensing the act stealing 
[ fig.2, col.4, lines 1 1-16 and col.7, lines 49-56 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the teaching of Israel includes alarm device feature in the system of Leyden for monitoring the 
theft condition. 

4. Claims 1-7, 10, 12, 15-16, 18, 20, 22 & 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Leyden (U.S. 5,154,072) in view of Gerlach (U.S. 5,020,192). 

Regarding claim 1, Leyden discloses a method of securing an object to be monitored (10) [ 
figs.1-2, col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ] comprising: 

- a flexible cable (14) having a length [ figs. 1-2, col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 

- a connector for connecting between the cable (14) & the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for 
securing a garment [ figs.1-2, col.3, lines 58-66, col.4, lines 39-47 and col.5, lines 34-51]; 

- the cable (14) having a first end and second end which cause a closed loop (82) & connect to 
the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs.1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 

- the cable (14) is used for at least two loops (82, 84) to connect to the cable lock (12) / the 
structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs.1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]. 
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The reference of Leyden does not specifically mention a connector having at least 
opening therethrough to define a closed loop with an effective diameter & the cable has U 
shaped as claimed by the applicant. 

As we mention earlier that Leyden clearly discloses the method having the cable (14) 
having a first end and second end which cause a closed loop (82) & connect to the cable lock 
(12) / a structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 
the cable (14) is used for at least two loops (82, 84) to connect to the cable lock (12) / the 
structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ] without mention a closed loop 
with a variable diameter because it an obvious design choice of the skilled artisan, it can be any 
form or shape but the primary of the invention is to secured to object from theft. 

Futhermore, Gerlach teaches an adjustable tie down apparatus having a cable (22) which 
contains closed loop & U shaped as fastening & securing the object (44) [ figs.1,10, col.3, lines 
44-52, col.6, lines 39-58 and col.8, lines 3-24 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the teaching of Gerlach in the system of Leyden for guarding an object to be monitored at all 
time by using lasso with U shaped. 

Regarding claim 2, Leyden the flexible cable (14) having a fixed support is inherently [ figs. 1-2, 
col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ]. 
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Regarding claims 3 & 7, Leyden discloses the cable (14) having a first end and second end which 
cause a closed loop (82) by the connector & connect to the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for 
securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ] which can not withdraw from the first loop (82) 
and can be removed by a user as desired. 

Regarding claim 4, It is seen the body connector / a structure (80) for securing a garment is a flat 
plate is disclosed by Leyden [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]. 

Regarding claims 5-6 & 12, Gerlach teaches the adjustable tie down apparatus having a cable 
(22) which contains closed loop with opening & U shaped as fastening & securing the object 
(44) can be seen in fig.l. 

Regarding claim 10, Leyden the flexible cable (14) having a fixed support is inherently [ figs.l- 
2, col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ]. 

Regarding claim 15, Leyden discloses a lasso for securing an object to be monitored (10) [ 
figs. 1-2, col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ] comprising: 

- a flexible cable (14) having a length [ figs.1-2, col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 

- a connector for connecting between the cable (14) & the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for 
securing a garment [ figs.1-2, col.3, lines 58-66, col.4, lines 39-47 and col.5, lines 34-51]; 

- the cable (14) having a first end and second end which cause a closed loop (82) & connect to 
the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs.1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 
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- the cable (14) is used for at least two loops (82, 84) to connect to the cable lock (12) / the 
structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, coL4, lines 39-47 ]. 

The reference of Leyden does not specifically mention a connector having at least 
opening therethrough to define a closed loop with an effective diameter & the cable has U 
shaped as claimed by the applicant. 

As we mention earlier that Leyden clearly discloses the method having the cable (14) 
having a first end and second end which cause a closed loop (82) & connect to the cable lock 
(12) / a structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 
the cable (14) is used for at least two loops (82, 84) to connect to the cable lock (12) / the 
structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ] without mention a closed loop 
with a variable diameter because it an obvious design choice of the skilled artisan, it can be any 
form or shape but the primary of the invention is to secured to object from theft. 

Futhermore, Gerlach teaches an adjustable tie down apparatus having a cable (22) which 
contains closed loop & U shaped as fastening & securing the object (44) [ figs.1,10, col.3, lines 
44-52, col.6, lines 39-58 and col.8, lines 3-24 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the teaching of Gerlach in the system of Leyden for guarding an object to be monitored at all 
time by using lasso with U shaped. 

Regarding claim 16, Leyden discloses the cable (14) having a first end and second end which 
cause a closed loop (82) by the connector & connect to the cable lock (12) / a structure (80) for 
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securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ] which can not withdraw from the first loop (82) 
and can be removed by a user as desired. 

Regarding claim 18, Leyden the flexible cable (14) having a fixed support is inherently [ figs.l- 
2, col.3, lines 33-41 and col.4, lines 39-47 ]. 

Regarding claim 20, Gerlach teaches the adjustable tie down apparatus having a cable (22) which 
contains closed loop with opening & U shaped as fastening & securing the object (44) can be 
seen in fig.l. 

Regarding claim 22, The reference of Leyden does not specifically mention the cable has U 
shaped as claimed by the applicant. 

As we mention earlier that Leyden clearly discloses the method having the cable (14) 
having a first end and second end which cause a closed loop (82) & connect to the cable lock 
(12) / a structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ]; 
the cable (14) is used for at least two loops (82, 84) to connect to the cable lock (12) / the 
structure (80) for securing a garment [ figs. 1-2, col.4, lines 39-47 ] without mention a closed loop 
with a variable diameter because it an obvious design choice of the skilled artisan, it can be any 
form or shape but the primary of the invention is to secured to object from theft. 

Futhermore, Gerlach teaches an adjustable tie down apparatus having a cable (22) which 
contains closed loop & U shaped as fastening & securing'the object (44) [ figs.1,10, col.3, lines 
44-52, col.6, lines 39-58 and col.8, lines 3-24 ]. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/642,77 1 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2636 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the teaching of Gerlach in the system of Leyden for guarding an object to be monitored at all 
time by using lasso with U shaped. 

Regarding claim 24, Gerlach teaches the adjustable tie down apparatus having a cable (22) which 
contains closed loop with opening & U shaped as fastening & securing the object (44) can be 
seen in fig.l. 



5. Claims 8 & 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Leyden 
(U.S. 5,154,072) in view of Gerlach (U.S. 5,020,192) further in view of Harriett (U.S. 
5,167,245). 

Regarding claims 8 & 13-14, Both Leyden & Gerlach do not specifically mention the cable 
having a braided cable/ non metal material. 

Harriett teaches a holding device having a braided cable as a loop clamp (6) which can be 
made from metal and non metal material for holding an object [ fig.sl-2, col.2, lines 51-58 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the teaching of Gerlach & Harriett includes braided cable feature in the system of Leyden for 
holding the object in securing position. 

6. Claims 9, 1 1, 17 & 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Leyden (U.S. 5,154,072) in view of Gerlach (U.S. 5,020,192) further in view of Israel et al. (U.S. 
4,746,909). 
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Regarding claims 9 & 1 1, The reference of Leyden Gerlach do not mention the cable lock (12) is 
connected to an alarm system as detecting the cable (14) is cut / interrupted signal. 

Irasel teaches an electronic security system is used in loop sensors for detecting the cable 
is cut / interrupted signal in articles of clothing having an alarm device as sensing the act stealing 
[ fig.2, col.4, lines 11-16 and col.7, lines 49-56 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the teaching of Israel includes alarm device feature in the system of Leyden & Gerlach for 
monitoring the theft condition. 

Regarding claims 17 & 19, The reference of Leyden Gerlach do not mention the cable lock (12) 
is connected to an alarm system as detecting the cable (14) is cut / interrupted signal. 

Irasel teaches an electronic security system is used in loop sensors for detecting the cable 
is cut / interrupted signal in articles of clothing having an alarm device as sensing the act stealing 
[ fig.2, col.4, lines 1 1-16 and col.7, lines 49-56 ]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to employ 
the teaching of Israel includes alarm device feature in the system of Leyden & Gerlach for 
monitoring the theft condition. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicants 
disclosure. 

- Devereaux (U.S. 4,132,987) Security system. 

- Wilkinson et al. (U.S. 4,985,695) Computer security device. 

- Rothbaum et al. (U.S. 5,561,417) Security device for merchasise and the like. 



Application/Control Number: 10/642,771 



Art Unit: 2636 



Page 11 



8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hung T. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272-2982. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 8:00am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to. reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hofsass, Jeffery can be reached on (571) 272-2981 . The fax phone number for this 
Group is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 




Examiner: Hung T.Nguyen 



Date: 



Oct. 27, 2004 



